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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1 - 2, 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Bouedec (U.S. Patent 5,628,684). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 5-7, Bouedec discloses a lottery ticket (fig. 1 , elem. 
T1) having a bar code (fig. 1, elem. D1), instant game information (fig. 1, elems. S1, 
S2), and a preprinted scratch-off removable portion (fig. 1, elem. 7). A lottery' ticket 
dispenser (fig. 1, elem. 12) reads a bar code optically (fig. 1, elem. 13), which must 
inherently include a bar code reader. An input device (fig. 1, elem. 10) accepts the 
indication of a player to participate in an interactive game when a player inserts a card 
into an input device (col. 4, lins, 66 - 67; col. 5, lins. 1 - 2). A central computer receives 
lottery ticket information and authorizes a remote computer to allow play of an 
interactive game (col. 5, lins. 2 - 7). An input device for playing an interactive game may 
be remote from a game terminal (fig. 1 , elems. 10, 12) or may be combined into one 
device (col. 2, lins. 63 - 64). 

Regarding Claim 2, Bouedec discloses a printer for printing interactive game 
information on a lottery ticket (col. 4, lins. 26 - 28). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 3 - 4, 9 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Bouedec in view of ST-Denis (U.S. Patent ST-Denis (U.S. Patent 

Application Publication US 2001/0039210 A1). 

Regarding Claims 3, 9 - 10, 12 - 18, 20, 22 and 24 - 25, Bouedec discloses a 

method playing a lottery game where a player purchases a lottery ticket (col. 4, lin. 62) 

having a barcode (fig. 1, elem. D1), instant game information (fig. 1, elems. S1, S2), 

and a scratch-off removable portion (fig. 1, elem. 7). A lottery ticket dispenser reads a 

bar code optically (fig. 1, elem. 13), where interactive game information is generated at 

a central computer site (col. 2, lins. 7 - 9). Interactive information on a lottery ticket is 

initiated by determining if a lottery ticket is a winning ticket, and therefore eligible for use 

in an interactive game. Since a winning instant game ticket is required to play an 

interactive game, preprinted interactive game information and preprinted instant game 

information are interchangeable. A player may use a winning lottery ticket to play an 

interactive game, where an input device (fig. 1, elem. 10) accepts the indication of a 

player to participate in an interactive game when a player inserts a card into an input 

device (col. 4, lins, 66 - 67; col. 5, lins. 1 - 2). A player may redeem a lottery ticket for 

winnings (col. 5, lins. 24 - 34). A central computer receives lottery ticket information and 
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authorizes a remote computer to allow play of an interactive game (col. 5, tins. 2-7) 
over a network. At the end of play, interactive game information is printed for a player 
(col. 5, lins. 21 - 27). Bouedec does not disclose the use of the internet to transmit 
information between a lottery central computer and a remote game terminal (Claims 3, 
12), an access code (Claim 9) or user account for using a system (Claim 22), an 
address to connect to a central computer (Claim 9), or an encryption method (Claim 24). 

However, ST-Denis teaches a method of conducting an online game where a 
central game server (fig. 2, elem. 74) is connected to a game terminal (fig. 2, elem. 70), 
via an internet connection (fig. 2, elem. 32). ST-Denis also teaches a method of 
accessing a central game system where a player must provide an access code in the 
form of a login (fig. 4, elem. 80) to an account which may provide credits based on 
wagers won (para. 0080), and where Internet Protocol (IP) addresses are used for 
remote access (Claim 4) and an encryption method is provided (para. 0134). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have modified the generic communication network of Bouedec with the internet 
based communication network of ST-Denis in order to lower costs associated with 
network construction and increased security of online access codes, uniform addressing 
methods, and data encryption. 

Regarding Claim 21 , Bouedec discloses that an input device for playing an 
interactive game may be remote from a game terminal (fig. 1, elems. 10, 12). 
3. Claims 11, 19 - 20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bouedec in view of ST-Denis (U.S. Patent ST-Denis (U.S. Patent 
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Application Publication US 2001/0039210 A1), and further in view of Burr (U.S. Patent 
5, 222,624). 

Regarding Claim 11, Bouedec discloses a lottery gamine system as described 
above, but does not disclose lottery tickets releasable coupled by lines of weakness in a 
fan fold stack to additional lottery tickets. However, Burr teaches a method of 
dispensing tickets where tickets are connected in a fan fold stack to other tickets for 
distribution (col. 4, lins. 17 - 23). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the generic ticket 
dispenser of Bouedec with the specific fan folded implementation of Burr in order to 
provide a reliable method of dispensing tickets to a player. 

Regarding Claims 19 and 20, Bouedec discloses a lottery gamine system as 
described above, but does not disclose printing game information on a lottery ticket from 
a ticket dispenser. However, Burr teaches a lottery ticket dispenser with a printer for 
printing game information (fig. 5, elem. 116). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the generic 
ticket dispenser of Bouedec with a printer to capture relevant information on a lottery 
ticket about the activities of a player in order to provide a verified accounting of player 
activities and awards. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's remarks have been fully considered but they are not deemed 
persuasive. The applicant argues that the claimed invention distinguishes over the prior 
art because neither Bouedec or Burr alone or in combination recite "an indication from a 
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player indicating the player's choice to participate in an interactive game" where an 
indication of a player to participate in an interactive game is sent to a central computer. 
The examiner respectfully disagrees. Bouedec discloses a method of playing a 
combination instant win lottery game followed by the play of an additional secondary 
interactive game. After the completion of an instant win game, a player may indicate 
whether to begin a secondary interactive game by inserting a played instant win game 
into a game console. Once the player has chosen to participate in the interactive game, 
information related to a player's indication to participate in the interactive game is sent 
to a central computer, which verifies the validity of the instant win ticket and activates a 
secondary interactive game (col. 5, lins. 1 - 8). The act of choosing to insert a played 
instant win ticket into a game console in order to initiate a secondary interactive game is 
a clear indication of a player's choice to participate. 

The Applicant also argues that sufficient motivation does not exist to combine the 
references of Bouedec and Burr in this instance. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Bouedec and Burr both disclose devices which distribute instant win game tickets and 
are both connected to a central computer for validation. For these reasons, both 
Bouedec and Burr are analogous art. Additionally, Bouedec discusses a general 
method of ticket distribution of instant win tickets that may be used for a secondary 
purpose, and Burr discloses a specific method of ticket distribution without regard to 
further applications. Therefore, Bouedec and Burr are complementary references 
because they develop and specify an implementation of a general method given in each 
reference. 
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Finally, the applicant argues that the use of the Internet as an electrical link 
would not have been obvious in view of Bouedec and Burr, in refence to amended 
Claim 9. The examiner respectfully disagrees. The use of the Internet as a secure and 
effective data transmission medium is known in the art, and is disclosed in ST-Denis as 
a system of providing secure data communications between client and server game 
systems, such as between the remote computer, ticket dispenser, and central computer 
as disclosed by the applicant. The advantages of using the Internet as opposed to a 
dedicated, hard wired network include lower cost and ease of operation, and are 
discussed in ST-Denis (para. 0013). 

Therefore, for all of the reasons given above, claims 1 - 7, 9 - 22, and 24 - 26 
are rejected. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aashish Karkhanis whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2774. The examiner can normally be reached on 0800-1630 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Jones can be reached on (571) 272-4438. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



